
/ RM.8626)

~~-. /
Secretary . C -_.-

Federal Communication Commission
Washington, DC 20554

Regarding: Rule Making Petition: RM 8626

April] 6 ]995

OOCKEI FILE copy ORIGINAl

RECE'VED
MIl 1IS

''''''.UMM\SSION
: Of THE

SECRETARY

As the result of a "ONE_WAY" Amateur Radio transmission from WIAW~ April 5 1995, many
of the Amateur Radio Brotherhood learned about the above referenced Rule Making petition,
filed for the benefit ofa "FOR PROFIT" enterprise. not for the good of the Amateur Radio
community, as a whole.

From Novice to Silent-Key, an AMATEUR RADIO OPERATOR is, first, a communicator and,
second, a receiver of communications. We are interested in what other HAMs are doing and
what the FCC is contemplating. The periodic -- monthly, weekly, etc.-- CLUB news
communication, provides a service to members and "want-to-be"s, alike.

These "NON-COMMERCIAL", "NOT-FOR-PROFIT", "ONE-WAY" transmissions are part of
our life and have been for many years. It is inconceivable that a "FOR-PROFIT" enterprise could
sway the members of the Federal Communication Commission to drastically curtail the way we
have been doing our thing, since the inception of the Amateur Radio Service.

Thank you for taking the time to consider the Amateur's side of this Petition and I1we request
that You deny this RM 8626, filed by Frederick 0. Maia --W5Yl, publisher of a "for-profit"
commercial newsletter.

Respectfully;
Earl A. Graham Jr

(~/zjJ(1 «t~.k. >i cd,
Amateur Radio Callsign -- N 6 M T G
8511 Victory Rd.
La Mesa, Ca., 91941
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Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street NW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt:
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We are writing t,o ask that the petition, RM-8626, filed by
Frederick o. Maia, W5YI, be denied. Eliminating the rules that
permit one-way information bulletins and Morse code practice in
the amateur bands below 30 MHz would be a disservice to the
amateur radio community. As an example, the W1AW broadcasts
provide valuable information and code practice.

Mr. Maia's objections to the existing rules appear inconse
quential and vindictive. Also we do not agree with Mr. Maia's
statement about code practice and information bulletins being
available on computer software and various computer on-line
services because not all amateurs have access to computers and
on-line services.

Thank you for consideration of our comments.

Sincerely,

B~~~
Dorothy Uebele, N7MXA

George Uebele, WW7E

cc: Raymond A. Kowalski
Keller and Heckman
1001 G Street NW
Washington, DC 20001
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March 31, 1995

Dear Mr. Johnston,

Mr. John B. Johnston, W3BE
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW
Washington, DC 20554

f M~ P ~el R. Reynolds, MBA, CPA, WOKIE
3826 South 92 East Place
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74145

My radio club retransmits infonnation bulletins from Newsline, RAIN and IARN twice
weekly on two of our 2 meter repeaters. Hams here in Tulsa enjoy hearing all three of these
bulletin services. We receive IARN on 20 meters, usually on Monday morning and the
others \'ia telephone dial-up..

I am aware from the Internet and the W5YI Report about a fuss between Glenn Baxter,
and the hams in Georgia concerning KIMAN one-way transmissions on 3.975 MHz.
Personally I think this is much to do about very little. But I guess some might say" If the
hoats not rocking., it's not moving"

If you decide to consider Fred Maia's ti· to amend Part 97.111(b) on one-way
transmissions please a er a Significant suggestion: A quid pro quo for
eJimination of "one-way infognation hnlletjns and Mone code practice below 30 MHz.
Wh)' not consider loosening up FCC ham restrictions at the same~ on amateur one-way
tranJIIUS8iQp~e30 MHz. S~cifically I suggest that the FCC consider allowing -..
amateur licensees to make one way transmissions, including analog music, on a non
interfering, secondary usage basis, above 420 MHz. Such amateur transmissions would be
in strict accordance with all existing amateur radio regulations such as 10 minute lO's, no
commercial use, no interference, minimum power necessary, etc, etc. With such a scheme,
Kl MAN and other amateur licensees, could make one-way transmissions, on a non
interfering basis, on amateur frequencies far removed from the amateur short wave bands
on any sub,jed of interest as long as the program is directed primarily to amateurs..

I'm sure the spark-gappers at the League would throw up anns at so radical a suggestion
as this. I believe, however, that the FCC should allow a wide variety of different types of
amateur radio transmitting activity. There is still plenty of room in our UHF and above
amateur spectrum for different kinds of ham radio fun. Just because "it has never been
done before" doesn't mean it can not or should not.. Self-regulation by amateurs is
working well, on balance. A further reduction in FCC regulation on amateur radio one
way content can (~ertainly be justified.

Sincerely yours,

ttw~1:1'-r~'J
Michael R. Reynolds, WOKIE (>

C(~: Fred Maia, W5YI . '~o. of Copies rec'd
lIst ,4BCDE ---"
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T.l • (908) 3.3-2724
PAg~~ : (90S) 298-6552

Fed&~al CcmmunicatlonS Ccmmission
~/Q Wi~wl~s5 Tmle~Qmmuni~~tiQn.Bure.u

Mr D~vQ Furth vi. FAX to (202) 634-7b51
by arrangment witn ~ongre5sman Smith (R-NJl

COMMENTS ON FCC RM-S626

I would like to present for the r.~ord the following o~inions 1n
opposition o~ tha ~ubj.ct propoaal, RM-Bh2~.

Thi lID n,lh:lIlald ng pr-oposal seeks to lI1=~.ct remed~.ii in the ii.\m..teur
r~dio Qper~tion$ of in4orm~tion~1 bulletins by eliminating th.m
in their entirety on the HF Dands. This is far in excess of the
nwedvd r~medi~~ and would create .. loss of training methods of
morGe code pr~r.tise and inform~tion diGsemin.tio~ to third world
amatu@r st~tion$ of modest mean$ that have been in place for the
paliit 40 Y"~,H·'::!>.

Th. major prOblem 1n this matter .tem~ f~om the fact th.t the FCC
P~rt 97 r~gul.tion. governing amateur radio are deliberataly of ~

v~9u~ n~turQ ~o as to l~av@ r~nm f~~ fl~wibllty. Thi~ ha~ leAd to
some attempts to se$k as much parsonal lnterpret~tion as ~~1 b~

assumed to fo~~er personal gQ~l$.

The FCC needs to better def1n. the meanings o~ ~om~ of it5 t~rms

rather than se.k ~Q chan;e its re9ul~tions.

Some specflcs leading to the cur~ent probl~ms that RM-6626 ~&.k~

to correct are.

InformationAl -ve- opinion a$ ~ ccntsnt of thQc~ Bull~tin

trAn~mi~~jan•. Currpntly th~re is a tremendous inCr9aS& in
B"'111et1n broadc:.a$'l,;.in'J tim@ fl;;Ir· 'I;tnl P'-ll"po.~ uf olJiniorli~ted

comment~ by the oriqinatcrs. This fact ~lonQ ka~ cr~~ted

the fAlse impr.ssion that as long as the $UOject matter can
~p~ly to ~m~teur radio th~n unlimited use of the 5meteur
cp.ctrum is .llowed. The original intention a~ I uns.rctand
Part 97 i$ to allow for brief information items of dlrect
interest to am.teur ope~etione th.t would beat be .erved by

U
"
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~mmli!dia:t:.e flotiHC:Clt1on. Oplnl0r~ d1ssemin.tion could ~nd

definit.ly .hould be hwld for normal m&ans Of dissemlnation
a. n.wsl~tt~r~ or ma9_:ine•.

Frlll1uo nc:y sl!!'l Ilc:ti OM by il~llleti n b"o~dc:~.ter$ next becomes
the 5econdary most important factor in thi~ dispute. It ha~

bQQn widely discussed that the filing of this propOsal lies
in th~ ~urr.nt argument over thg use of 3975 KHZ by K1MAN
.5 a bulletin freQuency. It should bE obvious to ev.ryone
th3t there ho~ alw~y$ been a .election of fr~4uwn~les for
regular schedules ~M~ nets on 100, 50, 25 and 10 KHZ zpac:ed
frequen~ia~ ever s1n~e am~t.urs sought to contact a friend
.f 01'" a\ 2nd convQrs",t i on. Tn. ",t tempt to ac:qui r'" une of what
is considE!!l"p.d a "p l'"llllm1.l.lm oFr".quQnc:y" for" solCil intent of
~~t:.ablishing a bro4dcast cnannal which snould be reserved
~or th~cQ bro~dc~$ts gees against all Established ~m~teur

radio acc~ptRd procedur@~ gQnlll"'~tad Qv~r YClla\r$ of per~Qn~l

agr~~ment5 betw8.n amateurs. CQrtainly one-way braodcasts
~hould not take any claim over established Z-~~y use as the
2-way U~. 1~ th~ int~nd.d us. o~ ~m~t.ur radio ~"d any uc=
of frequenciEs ~or 1nformaticn bro.dc&stinQ can only be
:.,:\i d to be tol erated unde'- the rul eu -tor the bli!flef i tit may
serv~ th~ ~m~tusr public. A con&id~r~tion in the ~ro~ might
bE to limit OUlletln transmissions to the upper 10 K~Z of
each 'aub·-b ....nc:l for the type .::d~ trilnsmi ssi on.

Length of Brc.dce.t is also of conc:.rn. It ha~ ~lw~y~ bven
tn_ ~xpect~tion of amatCllu~s th~t these Bulletin woul~ b~ ~

br1ef informat1onal matter. P~st exOeriences With the ARRL
Bulletin~ trenemitted by W1AW shew them to b~ 1~ minutes in
length but thAt ~lower CW or multiplll digit~l modQs m4Y
t.k~ slightly longsr. The broadc~sts of KIMAN nave be~ome e
trQublc~omQ m~t~er because there a~e times where literally
"hours" of conti nuou;; brr.l~r1r:~... t. i nQ takes pI ac:::e. Usi"9 th.
voi~e form~t of Bulletins, ths News11ne BUlletin$ have been
.an exccr.llctnt G:'llo1!lmpls o.f just hew ml.lch infol-metion c: ..n be
placed into a 15 - 20 minut~ w~ll laid nut form~t. Should
HF 01.111 e:'"l:. i n br OOildcilst J. 119 oe! illl10wsrd to remc!ll"', tl'1e FCC wi 11
have to determine ~ maximum length of time -tor ••ch .eri.s
Of bulletin transmissions and how oft." th~y m~y be pl~c:::ed

on the air. A furth~r did wuuld b@ for ~ BulletIn Stat10n
to bG r~~uir~d to ~ubmit ~or prier FCC ~ppl'"oval ~ schedule
of its bulletins before beinc able to tr~nsmit them. Adding
eo. rc~lllet:i.n c:::1G\55 of station sim:i.lclf Lu rli::'peaters wO~lld not
b@. out o~ thQ qUIlstion.

Looking .fllrthl!lr into tne de.finition of th. t~rm "b"'C1.adc:~st"

le~ves me with concerns over the type of presentat10ns on
the ~ir presently. In my opinion, the ~urrent voice ty~e of
bulletins a~~ ~tt~mpts by ama+'QuI"'s asso~iat.d wi~n t~e new~

bro~dc~5ting lndust~y to brinq tne1r talents to our amateur
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radio frequen~j~g in ~n impropmr manner. I don't belleve
that ttliii' "remote c:orrescondent" t II"":: hn i que Alili • tec:nni q",.
of ~ublic: broadc••ting wa& ~vwr supposed to be ~ f.atur~ o~

amateur bulletin tr.n.mi.~ion$. I interp~et Part ?7 in th1s
f1JlklttErr' th.t tnese st.tions are i.n viol.;ation o.f sending a
!oRO P~rty m••••ge without logging or delivery to anoth.r
station. A r.port reeeived from and att~ibut.d to ~ngth8r

indivi~ual other than the sender of th. hulletin has been
mad. and in the cases wh~~e the re~urd@d audio 1$ of an
amateur radio opertor who ~o identifies himself as .uch i.
probobly to be considered a r·~Lr~nsmi.slon Of 3RD ~arty

Traffic. It doe~ nat have to originatQd over the r.dio
weves, but mwr@ly be tne words 0+ a person nth~r than the
Control Oper~tor of the bulletin. Most amateur messaQes Are
orlQln.tad 1n per~on or writing. The direct voice rel~y of
these m~~~~ge~ is m_rely a use of modern technology.

In ~evi.w, I b~liuve the ~CC has the powers within P~rt 97 to
r_guloata th.se st.:lti on e-f-fec::ti vel y, bu·L has been hampered by the
offandlng amateurs U~. of legal tactic to ~t~ll FCC actions Qr
merely i~ncr~ in&tructlons.

While I .nd most am~tAurs have long hQ~rd ths repQ~t~ that the
teC is und~r·fund...d and that Doliclnc of our bandc: i.s up to us, it
does absolutely no good for us to re~lly bother if when problems
are brought to the FCC th~re i~ no r.~ction to complaint5.

The ~RRL has just w~itQn a public m•••age calling th~ FCC's Field
Operations and Enfor·cP.ment. ~ct.ions "disillTlal."

I sent complaints to t~~ the New York City E.I.C. never to be
answered only to b months latAr complain to President Clinton .nd
only e months i1fter· tllCiL did I get a letter from the E, I.e. tnat
show~d he nevgr ready any o~ tho 10 or mo~e letters of t.ompla1nt
~ent to his office.

The pro~.~~ of thi~ rule m~king requm~t in RM-8626 is net bw~~u~e

thEn" <j.\ren"t rules to C10vern this subject, but th.llt tl"'Llely the... C!

~re ne tCQth in the FCC'~ bite and n~w wven some aren"t scared of
its bark eithlt:ll"".

Never in ~ll my 33 years •• en am~t~ur would I ever tread n.~r

the violations being digplayed so openly in public: by 5ny of the
individu~l~ causing this confljct.

TnTCI P "'-.:


